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DEPARTMENT OFThE INTERIOR
Fish and Wildlife ServIce
51) CFR Part 17

RIM 1018-ABIB
Endangered and Threatened Wildlife
and Plants; Final Rule To Determine
“Ranunculus Acriformis” var.
“Aestivalis” (Autumn Buttercup) To Be
Endangered
AGENCY: FishandWildlife Service,
Interior.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Servicehasdetermineda
plant,Ranunculusacriforinis var.
aestiva/is (autumnbuttercup),to be an
endangeredspeciesundertheauthority
of theEndangeredSpeciesAct of 1973,
as amended.The plant is endemicto the
upperSevierRiver Valley in western
GarfieldCounty,Utah.Theplantoccurs
on less than0.004 hectare(0.01 acre)
within afreshwatermarsh.Thesingle
knownpopulationhasexperienceda
populationdeclineof over90 percentin
thepast6 yearsandnownumbersonly
about20 individuals.Continuedgrazing
andanymodificationof its habitatis
likely to causetheextinction of this
taxonin theforeseeablefuture.This
actionimplementsprotectionprovided
by theEndangeredSpeciesAct of 1973,
asamended,for Ranunculusacriformis
var. aestivalis.
EFFECTIVE DATE: August21, 1969.
ADDRESS: Thecompletefile for this rule
is availablefor inspection,by
appointment,duringnormalbusiness
hoursat the Service’sFishandWildlife
EnhancementOffice. 1745 West1700
South,Salt LakeCity, Utah84104.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
John L. England,Botanist,at the above
address,(801/524—4430orFl’S 588—4430).
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background
MarcusE. Jonesfirst collectedthe

autumnbuttercupin earlySeptember
1894. Jones’diary for theperiod
indicates“Orton’sRanch”asthe
collectionlocation(Benson1948).Jones
apparentlydidnot describethe taxon
(Mutz 1934)andhis specimensof the
buttercupwereeventuallydepositedat
PomonaCollegein Claremont,
California.Lyman Bensonwhile
preparingamonographof thegenus
flanunculusin North America
recognizedtheuniquenessof theJones
collection andrevisitedthegeneral
locationin anattemptto rediscoverthe
population.Bensonlocatedagrandson
of Ortonwho ledhim to aswampyarea

alongtheSevierRiverwherehe
discoveredapopulationofthebuttercup
andcollectedspecimensfrom agroupof
“15 or 20 smallclumps” in thevicinity of
theJonescollection of ahalfcentury
ear1ier~from this collectionBenson
describedR.anunculusacriformisvar.
aestivalis(Benson1948).

DespiteBenson’svery complete
descriptionof thepopulation’slocation,
thetaxonwasessentiallylost for more
than30 years(Mutz 1984).The habitat
wasreported‘over grazed”in 1960
(Mutz 1984),andtheFederalRegister
datedJuly1, 1975 (40FR 27824),
indicatedthatthetaxonwas“probably
extinct.” During field work in connection
with areviewof thegenusRanunculus
for Utah,MargaretPlamieriwasunable
to relocatetheautumnbuttercupin
Augustof 1974 (Palmieri 1976).

OnAugust23, 1982,KathrynMutz
locatedtheautumnbuttercupin a
wetlandabovetheSevierRiverabout1
mile northof thetypelocation. This
newlydiscoveredsitewasrevisitedby
Mutz in 1983 in conjunctionwith the
preparationof astatusreportof that
speciesfor theService,and407mature
plantsand64 seedlingswerecounted.
Thespecies’habitatis aseriesof small
peatyhummockson alow knoll less
than0.004 hectare(0.01acre)in size
surroundedby amarsh.Theknoll may
be theresultof araisedpeatbog
upliftedby theupwellingwatersof a
springwhichsurroundsit. The overflow
channelof anearbyspringfed stock
waterpondalsorunspasttheknoll, In
1984 theautumnbuttercupwasagain
observedbut hadbeenheavilygrazed.
In 1985 thehabitatwasheavilygrazed
andtrampled;no flowerswereobserved
andonly eight individualswerecounted.
Of thoseeight plantsonly onemature
leafhadnot beengrazed(Service1985).
In 1986.14plantswerecounted,4 of
whichwerein flower, andtherehad
beenonly moderategrazingin the
immediatevicinity of thebuttercup
(Service1988).In 1987,12 plantswere
counted,2with floral buds in early
August. Thesitewasrevisitedin late
Augustof thatyear.During the3
interveningweeksthe sitehadbeen
moderatelygrazedandall theflowering
systemshadbeencroppedbeforeseed
hadset(Service1987).In 1988,9 mature
plantsand13 seedlingswerecounted,
mostof thesewereseverelygrazedby
smallherbivores,probablyvoles
(Service1988).

Wire cageshavebeensetoverall
remainingplantsto protectthemfrom
largeherbivores.Five seedlingswere
taken(onedied) andmovedto the
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ArboretumatFlagstaff,Arizona, for
protectivecultivation in agreenhouse
environmentundertheauspicesof The
Centerfor Plant Conservation.In
December1988The NatureConservancy
purchasedthepropertywhichharbors
thespecies’lastknownpopulation.The
autumnbuttercupapparentlyhasbeen
extirpatedfromits typelocality.
Searchesby Mutz in 1982and1983
(Mutz 1984)andby theServicein 1985,
1986, and1987havenot locatedany
otherpopulationsof R. acriformisvar.
aestivais.The entireknownpopulation
of thetaxonis on landsin private
ownership.

The autumnbuttercupis aherbaceous
perennialplant normallygrowing
between0.3 to 0.6 meter(1 to 2 feet)tall.
Most of thesimplebut deeplypalmately
divided leavesareclusteredat thebase.
Leavesandstemsarecoveredwith fine
hairs.Leaveswith threelineardivisions
arefoundhigh on thefloweringstems,
Flowers,usually six to tenperplant,are
about1.3 centimeters(0.5 inch) in
diameterwith five yellow petalsand
five reflexedyellowgreensepalswhich
fall off soonaftertheflower opens.
Fruits of thebuttercupareachenes.
Twenty to forty of thesesmall, dry, one-
seededfruits areclusteredon the
surfaceof the receptacleof thepast
flower in theshapeof acylinderor
invertedconefrom0.6 to 0.8 centimeter
(0.25to 0.33 inch) high. Height of the
buttercupsat floweringmayapparently
be alteredby theintensityof grazing;
thefew plantsobservedflowering in
1983 werelessthan7.6 centimeters(3
inches)tall. Seedlingsof theautumn
buttercuphavesmall (lessthan1.3
centimeters(0.5 inch) wide) leaveswith
threebroad,roundedlobes(Mutz 1984).

Benson(1948)followeda conservative
taxonomicapproachin his
nomenclaturaldesignations.His
publicationcontainedthescientific
descriptionandthenamingof the
autumnbuttercupfrom the SevierRiver
Valley of centralUtahasR. acriformis
var. aestiva/is. In thesamepublication
Bensonindicatedthatby following a
moderatepolicy in taxonomic
determination,it would havebeen
appropriateto designatethe autumn
buttercupasaspeciesin its own right
ratherthana varietyof R. acriformis
(i.e.. “R. aestivalis”). R.acriformisvar.
aestivalis,hasfloral characteristicsvery
similar to typical ,H. acriforinis (i.e.,
petal sizeandshape),althoughtending
to besomewhatsmaller.Seed
characteristics,however,aremarkedly
different, andleafshapeis different,
with thelobesof B. acriformisvar.
aestivais.beingmuchnarrowerthan
theothervarieties.

Welsh(1986)andWelshet al. (1987)
assignedthe taxonto B. acris asB. acris

var. aEstivoiisbasedonthemore
angul~lobesof thebasalleavesand
theshortbeakof theachenewhichare
typical of B. acris. B. ocris is nativeto
EuropeandAsiawith onevariety,B.
acrisvar. frigidus, occurringin the
AleutianIslands.ThusB. acrisvar.
aestivaliswould representaPleistocene
relict populationextremelyisolated
geographicallyfrom themain body of
that species’population.The autumn
buttercupdiffersmorphologicallyfrom
B. acris with its smallerand
proportionallynarrowerpetals,more
slenderstems,andmoreangularleaf
shape.In addition,theautumnbuttercup
exhibitsnoneof theaggressiveweedy
behaviorandpoisonouspropertiesof B.
acris, which hasthecommonnameof
tall buttercup.Benson(1948)arguesthat
B. turneri of theWesternAmerican
arcticmay be aphylogeneticlink
betweenB. acris of theold world and
theB. occidentalisgroup(includingB.
acriformis) of thenew world, with the
closestrelationshipbeingwith R.
acriformisvar.montanensis.Thomas
Duncan,Universityof California at
Berkeley,pers.comm.,1987, statedthat
his preliminarytaxonomicevaluationof
B. acriformisvar. aestiva/is would align
thatentitywith B. occidentalisof the
PacificNorthwestandthat it appearsto
be aspeciesin its own right. R.
acriformisvar.aestivalisrepresentsan
importantpartof scientific
understandingof the developmentof the
buttercupgenusandits relationshipsin
westernNorth Americaandeastern
Asia.

With theapparentextinctionof all but
oneof its populations,anoccupied
habitatof lessthan0.004hectare(0.01
acre),atotal populationof about20
individuals andadocumented
populationdeclineof morethan90
percentin its remainingoccupied
habitatwithin thepast6years,the
autumnbuttercupis in imminentdanger
of extinction.

Section12 of theEndangeredSpecies
Act of 1973 (16U.S.C.1531et seq.)
directedtheSecretaryof the
SmithsonianInstitution to preparea
report of thoseplantsconsideredto be
endangered,threatened,or extinct.This
report,designatedasHouseDocument
No. 94—51,waspresentedto Congresson
January9, 1975.OnJuly1, 1975, the
Servicepublisheda noticein theFederal
Register(40FR 27823)of its acceptance
of thereport of theSmithsonian
Institution asapetitionwithin the
contextof Section4 of theAct andof its
intention to reviewthestatusof plant
taxanamedwithin. B. acriformis var.
aestivaliswasincludedon list “C” of
thatnoticeasprobablyextinct.

On June16, 1976, theService
publishedaproposedrule in theFederal

Register(41FR 24523)to determine
approximately1,700vascularplant
speciesto be endangeredspecies
pursimntto Section4 of the Act. The list
of 1,700plant taxawasassembledon
thebasisof commentsanddata
receivedby theSmithsonianInstitution
andtheServicein responseto House
DocumentNo.94—51 andtheJuly 1, 1975,
FederalRegisterpublication.B.
acriformisvar. aestivaliswasincluded
in thatproposedruleandwasmarked
with anasteriskto denoteit asaspecies
for whichtheServiceespeciallydesired
informationon living specimensand
extantpopulations.Generalcomments
receivedin relationto the1976 proposal
weresummarizedin theFederal
Registeron April 26, 1978 (43 FR 17909).
TheEndangeredSpeciesAct
Amendmentsof 1978requiredthat all
proposalsover2 yearsold be
withdrawn.OnDecember10, 1979, the
Servicepublishedanotice(44 FR 70796)
withdrawingtheJune16, 1976, proposal.

OnDecember15, 1980, theService
publisheda revisednoticeof reviewfor
nativeplantsin theFederalRegister(45
FR 82480);B. acriformisvar. aestiva/is
wasincludedin thatnoticeasa
category1 species.Category1 is
comprisedof taxafor which theService
hassufficientbiological datato support
proposingthemasendangeredor
threatened.In addition,B. acriformis
var. aestivaliswasdesignatedwith an
asteriskto identify thatspeciesasone
thatmayhaverecentlybecomeextinct.
In 1982, aR. acriformisvar. aestivalis
populationwasdiscovered(Mutz 1984).
OnNovember28, 1983, theService
publishedasupplementto its December
15, 1980, noticeof reviewin theFederal
Register (48 FR 53640);B. acriformisvar.
aestivaliswasincludedin thatnoticeas
acategory2 species.Category2 is
composedof taxafor whichthe Service
hasinformationwhichindicatesthat
proposingto list thosetaxaas
endangeredor threatenedspeciesis
possibly appropriate,but for which
substantialdataon biological
vulnerabilityandthreatarenot
currentlyknown or on file to support
proposedrules,

In 1983anotherpopulationof B.
acriformiswasdiscoveredin the
WasatchPlateauof centralUtah. andin
1984 still anotherpopulationwasfound
in theWasatchMountainsof Utah.
Before1983 the only knownoccurrence
of B. acriformis in Utahwasof the
varietyaestivalis.TheB. acriformis
populationsof theWasatchMountains
andWasatchPlateauhavenow been
determinedto bethevariety
montanensis,whichpreviouslyhada
known distributionin thenorthern
RockyMountainsof Idaho,Wyoming,
andMontana.H. acriformisvar,
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aestiveils is morphologically,
phenologically,anddistributionally
distinct fromB. acriformisvar.
montanensis,whichis distributedin
Utahfarto thenorthatamuchgreater
elevationandflowersearlier thanB.
acriformisvar.aestivalis(Welshand
Chatterley1985,Welshetal. 1987).As a
consequenceof a Servicesponsored
statussurvey(Mutz 1984)and
taxonomicevaluationof theB.
acriformisvar.aestiveilsandB.
acriforinis var.montanensispopulation
in Utah(WelshandChatterly1985), the
ServicechangedthestatusofB.
acriformisvar.aestiva/is backto
category1 in theupdatedplantnoticeof
reviewpublishedin theFederalRegister
on September27, 1985.

Section4(b)(3)(B) of theEndangered
Specie8Act, asamendedin 1982,
requirestheSecretaryof the Interior to
makecertainfindingson pending
petitionswithin 12monthsof their
receipt.Section2(b)(1)of theAct’s
amendmentsof 1982 furtherrequires
thatall petitionspendingon October13,
1982,betreatedashavingbeennewly
submittedon thatdate.This wasthe
caseforB. acriformisvar. aestivalis
becauseof the Service’sacceptanceof
the1975 Smithsonianreportasa
petition.OnOctober13, 1983.October
12, 1984,October11, 1985, October10,
1986,andOctober9, 1987, theService
madethesuccessive1-yearfindingsthat
the listingof B..acriforinis var.
aestivaliswaswarranted,but precluded
by otherlisting actionsof higher
priority. Biological datasuppliedby
Mutz (1984)andby theService(1985,
1986,1987, and1988)fully supportthe
listing ofB. acriformisvar. aestjvalis.
OnJuly 22, 1988, the Servicepublished
in theFederalRegister(53FR 27724)a
proposalto list B. acriformisvar.
aestivalisasan endangeredspecies.
TheServicenow determinesB.
acriformisvar. aestiva/is to bean
endangeredspecieswith thepublication
of this final rule.

Summaryof Commentsand
Recommendations

In theJuly22, 1988,proposedrule (53
FR 27724)andassociatednotifications,
all interestedpartieswererequestedto
submitfactualreportsor information
thatmight contributeto thedevelopment
of afinal rule. AppropriateState
agencies,countygovernments,Federal
agencies,scientificorganizations,and
otherinterestedpartieswerecontacted
andrequestedto comment.Newspaper
noticesinviting generalpublic comment
werepublished,duringthe openpublic
commentperiodbetweenJuly 22, 1988
andSeptember20, 1988, in the following
newspapers:GarfieldCountyNews,

Panguitch,Utah;DeseretNews,Salt
Lake City, Utah;andTheSaltLake
Tribune,SaltLakeCity, Utah.Two
commentswerereceivedandare
discussedbelow.

Onecommentwasreceivedfrom a
universitybotanistwhichquestionedthe
taxonomicvalidity of B. acriformisvar.
aestiveils, suggestingthat the extant
populationmaybe aremnantof an
abandonedherbgardenand thatB.
acriformisvar. east]veils maybean
introducedpopulationofB. acris. That
samecommentersuggestedthat the
Serviceresolvethat taxonomicquestion
andprovideinterimprotectionto the
PanguitchpopulationofB. acriform!s
var. aestiva/is until that questioncould
beresolved.The commentersuggested
thatDr. ThomasDuncanbecontactedto
resolvethequestion.

The Servicehadpreviouslybeen
awareof apossibletaxonomicproblem
andhadcontactedDr. Duncan.Dr.
Duncanindicatedthatthespecieswas
not B. acris, but that it mightbea
speciesin its own right (pers.comm.,
1987; seethe Backgroundsectionabove).
Thetime involvedin resolvingthe
questionof therelationshipof B.
acriformisvar. aestivalistoB. acriswas
aprimaryreasonfor thedelayin
proposingB. acriformis~iar.aestiva/is
to beanendangeredspecies.A critical
reevaluationof the taxonomyof B.
acriformisvar. aestivaliswill be
publishedin thescientific literature
(ThomasDuncan,pers.comm., 1987).It
will demonstratetheuniquenessof the
taxon.TheGovernorof Utah
commentedin behalfof theStateof
Utah anddid not opposetheproposed
listing of B. acriformisvar. aestiva/is as
anendangeredspecies.

Summaryof FactorsAffecting the
Species

After a throughreview and
considerationof all information
available,the Servicehasdetermined
thatBanunculusacriformisvar.
aestivah’sshouldbeclassifiedasan
endangeredspecies.Proceduresfoundat
Section4(a)(1)of theEndangered
SpeciesAct andregulations(50 CFR
Part424)promulgatedto implementthe
listing provisionsof theActwere
followed. A speciesmaybedetermined
to beanendangeredor threatened
speciesdueto oneor moreof the five
factorsdescribedin Section4(a)(1).
Thesefactorsandtheir applicationto
Ranuncu/usacriformisvar. aestivalisL.
Benson(autumnbuttercup)areas
follows:

A. Thepresentor threatened
destruction,modification,or curtailment
of itshabitator range. Sincethespecies
wasproposedasanendangeredspecies,

theNatureConservancypurchasedthe
landon which thelastknown
populationexists.This actionhas
removedtheimpendingthreatof
destructionormodificationof that
population’shabitat.However,
consideringthat thetotal known
populationof theautumnbuttercuphas
beenreducedto onehummockyknoll of
lessthan0.004 hectare(0.01acre)and
about20 individuals asof August1988,
anyinadvertentdestructionor
modificationof thatpopulation’shabitat
couldcausethespecies’extinction.

Theautumnbuttercupapparentlyhas
beenextirpatedfrom its type locality
aboutI mile southof its currently
knownlocation(Benson1948, Palmieri
1976, Mutz 1984).This modificationof
thespecies’rangeis the resultof intense
agricultureactivities,primarily livestock
grazingof wetmeadows.

B. Overutilizationfor commercial,
recreational,scientific,or educationa/
purposes.With theverysmallexisting
population,anyuseof theautumn
buttercupmay seriouslyreducethe
prospectof the species’survival. Benson
(1948)recognizedthis threat.Any
collectingor vandalismcouldcausethe
extinctionof theautumbuttercup.

C. Diseaseor predation.Theautumn
buttercuphasbeenobservedto be
palatableto livestockandsmall
mammalsandto be selectivelygrazed.
In the1985 surveyof the autumn
buttercuppopulation(Service1985)only
oneleaf,on oneof theeight plant found
thatyear,hadnot beenpartially eaten.
In 1987 andagainin 1988all the
floweringstemshadbeengrazedto
groundlevel, with no seedproduced.
Thereareno knowninsectherbivores,
parasites,or diseaseorganismswhich
significantly affect this species.

D. Theinadequacyof existing
regulatorymechanisms.Theautumn
buttercuppresentlyreceivesno
protectionor considerationunderany
Federal,State,or local law or regulation.

E. Othernaturalor manmadefactors
affectingits continuedexistence.The
low numbersandlimited distribution of
the autumnbuttercupcontributeto the
buttercup’svulnerabilityto naturalor
man-causedstresses.Furtherreduction
in thenumberof plantswould reduce
thereproductivecapabilityandgenetic
potentialof the species.

TheServicehascarefullyassessedthe
bestscientificandcommercial
informationavailableregardingthepast,
present,andfuture threatsfacedby this
speciesin determiningto makethis rule
final. Basedon this evaluation,the
preferredactionis to list Ranuncolus
acriformisvar. aestivalisasendangered
without critical habitat.Threatened
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statuswould notreflecttheextreme
vulnerabilityof this speciesto
extinction,becauseRanuncu/us
acriformis var. aestiva/is is in dangerof
extinctionthroughoutits verylimited
rangedueto grazing, inadvertent
destructionormodificationof its limited
habitat,andthefact that thereis
currentlyno existinglegislation
(Federal,State,or local) to protectthe
species.Thereasonsfor not designating
critical habitatarediscussedbelow.

Critical Habitat

Section4(a)(3)of theAct requires,to
themaximumextentprudentand
determinable,that theSecretary
designatecritical habitatat thetime a
speciesis determinedto be endangered
orthreatened.TheServicefinds that
designationof critical habitatis not
presentlyprudentfor this species.The
limited distributionandaccessibilityof
theautumnbuttercupmakeit vulnerable
to vandalismandcollecting.These
potentialthreatsareof particular
significancesincetheknownpopulation
site is easilyaccessibleandpublic
accesswould be difficult to control
underexistingauthorities.The one
remainingsitecontainsavery small
population.andanycollectionwould be
extremelydetrimental.Publicationof a
critical habitatdescriptionwould make
this speciesevenmorevulnerableand
increaseenforcementproblems.All
involved partiesandlandownershave
beennotified of thelocationand
importanceof protectingthis species’
habitat.Protectionof this species’
habitatwill beaddressedthroughthe
iecoveryprocessandthroughthe
Section7 jeopardystandard.Therefore,
it would not beprudentto determine
critical habitatfor Banunculus
acriformis var.aestivalis

AvailableConservationMeasures

Conservationmeasuresprovidedto
specieslistedasendangeredor
threatenedundertheEndangered
SpeciesAct include recognition,
recoveryactions,requirementsfor
Federalprotection.andprohibitions
againstcertainpractices.Recognition
throughlistingencouragesandresultsin
conservationactionsby Federal,State,
andprivateagencies,groups.and
individuals.TheEndangeredSpeciec
Act providesfor possibleland
acquisitionandcooperationwith the
Stateandrequiresthatrecoveryactions
be carriedout for all listed species.The
protectionrequiredof Federalagencies
andtheprohibitionsagainstcertain
activities involving listed plantsare
discussed,in part, below.

Section7(a)of theAct, asamended,
requiresFederalagenciesto evaluate

their actionswithrespectto anyspecie8
that is proposedor listedas endangered
or threatenedandwith respectto its
critical habitatif anyis being
designated.Regulationsimplementing
this interagencycooperationprovision
of theAct arecodifiedat50 CFRPart
402. Section7(a)(2)requiresFederal
agenciesto ensurethatactivitiesthey
authorize,fund,or carryout arenot
likely to jeopardizethecontinued
existenceof alisted speciesor to
destroyor adverselymodify its critical
habitat.If aFederalactionmay
adverselyaffectalisted speciesor its
criticalhabitat,theresponsibleFederal
agencymustenterinto formal
consultationwith theService.Howtwer,
B. acriformisvar.aestiva/isis not
knownto occuron landsunderFederal
jurisdictionandno Federalinvolvement
with this speciesis currentlyknown.

TheAct andits implementing
regulationsfoundat 50 CFR 17.61,17.62,
and17.63 setforth aseriesof general
tradeprohibitionsandexceptionsthat
applyto all endangeredplants.All trade
prohibitionsof section9(a)(2)of theAct,
implementedby 50 CFR 17.61,apply.
Theseprohibitions,in part,makeit
illegal for anypersonsubjectto the
jurisdiction of theUnitedStatesto
import or export,transportin interstate
orforeign commercein thecourseof a
commercialactivity, sell or offerfor sale
this speciesin interstateor foreign
commerce,or to removeandreduceto
possessionthis speciesfrom areasunder
Federaljurisdiction. In addition,for
listed plants,the1988 amendments(Pub.
L. 100—478)to theAct prohibit the
malicious damageor destructionon
Federallands,andtheir removal,
cutting, digging up, or damagingor
destroyingof listedplantsin knowing
violation of anyStatelaw or regulation,
includingStatecriminal trespasslaw.
Certainexceptionsapplyto agentsof
theServiceandStateconservation
agencies.TheAct and50 CFR 17.62and
17.63 alsoprovide for the issuanceof
permitsto carry out otherwise
prohibitedactivitiesinvolving
endangeredspeciesundercertain
circumstances.With respectto B.
acriformisvar. aestivails, it is
anticipatedthatfew, if any. trade
permitswould everby soughtor issued
becausethespeciesis not commonin
thewild and, at present,only four
individual plantsarein cultivation.
Requestsfor copiesof theregulationson
plantsandinquiriesregardingthem may
be addressedto the Office of
ManagementAuthority, U.S. Fishand
Wildlife Service,P.O. Box 3507,
Arlington, Virginia 22203 (703/358—2104).

NationalEnvironmentalPolicy Act

TheFishandWildlife Servicehas
determinedthatanEnvironmental
Assessment,asdefinedunderthe
authorityof theNationalEnvironmental
Policy Act of 1969, neednot be prepared
in connectionwith regulationsadopted
pursuantto section4(a)of the
EndangeredSpeciesAct of 1973,as
amended.A noticeoutlining the
Service’sreasonsfor this determination
waspublishedin theFederalRegisteron
October25, 1983 (48FR 49244).
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List of Subjectsin 50 CFRPart17

Endangeredandthreatenedwildlife,
Fish,Marinemammals,Plants
(agriculture).

RegulationPromulgation.

Accordingly,Part17, SubchapterB of
ChapterI, Title 50 of theCodeof Federal
Regulations,is amendedassetforth
below:

PART 17—[AMENDED]

1. Theauthority citation for Part17
continuesto readasfollows:

Authority:Pub. L. 93—205, 87 Stat.884; Pub.
L. 94—359,90 Stat.911; Pub.L 95—632,92 Slat.
3751:Pub. L. 96—159,93 Stat.1225; Pub.L. 97—
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304.96 Stat. 1411; Pub.L 100—478,102Stat. 2. Amend§ 17.12(h)by addingthe § 17.12 Endanger ed and threatened
2306;Pub. L 100-653,102 Stat.3825 (16U.S.C.
1531 etseq.);Pub.L 99-625,100 Stat.3500,

following, in alphabeticalorderunder plants.
Ranunculaceaeto theList of * * * * *

unlessotherwisenoted. EndangeredandThreatenedPlants: (h) * * *

Species Historic range

Commonname S~us
When
listed

Critical
habitat

Special
rulesScientific name

lRanunculaceae—Buttercup Family:

Ranunculus acriformis var. aestrva/,S(—Ranuncu(us acns Autumn buttercup U.S.A. (UT) E 355 NA NA
var. aestivalis).

Dated:June12, 1989.

SusanRecceLamson,
ActingAssistantSecretaryforFishand
Wildlife andParks.
[FRDoc.89—17157Filed7—20—89; 8:45 am]
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